Tuly 10, 2004

Chairman Michas! K. Powell RECE IVED

Federa! Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washingion, DC 20554 AUG 1 3 2004
, Federaj ¢y o
Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 Orﬁ!:::;fgf: ts";’c'ls_eifmmmion
ry

Dear Chairman Powell:

I'am writing (0 add my veice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-puid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “'platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she bears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as commeon sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject o interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want (o treat this as a single im-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have oo relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumners don't need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway 1o four large
corporations.

I'am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their costomers' interests in this rmanner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue. '

Sl /@/ it %@ Ghorve - %‘JW

ccs:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Seénator
Senator
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Chairman Michael K. Powell RECEIVED
Federa!l Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W. - AUG 1 3 2004
Washington, DC 20554

Federal Communications Commission
Re: WC Docket No, 03-133 | . Office of the Secretary

Dear Chairiman Powell:

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups aad individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current reles on calls placed with 2 pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
vates - {or consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platforny”’ in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska, From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia 1o Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because thece is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Vicginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as 4 single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant {n-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever 10 the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especiatly when these higher rates represent a blarant giveaway to four large
corporations.

1 am awara that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. Itis
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue. : '

ot il

ces:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator
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Federal Coinmunications Commission
Chairman Michael Powell Otfice of the Secictary
Federal Communications Commission '
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommumications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

pew charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immedjately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. '

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other ineans nccessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them; many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. 'Rmsmg the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can Jeast afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
tclephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling cardto a -
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impoge new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,

ﬂrLLﬂa Glm‘

ces:  Commissioner Michacl Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Comnnssmner Junathan Ade .
Sepator
Senator ,

Congressperson L/
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Chairman Michael Powell Federal qu'ﬁ munications Commission
Federa] Communications Commission ) Gfice of the Secrctary

445 12th Street, S.W,

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards, Ifyou
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino commumity is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the honseholds with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers snoney.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
pot be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, meny low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls ffom payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appomunems that we all have,

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling carﬂs a priority.

isgioner Michael Copps
Cortiimissioper Kathleen Abermathy

Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commijssioner Jonathan Adelstem

Senator ﬁm,y tuctch ien
o e fl R

Sincerely,
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July 7, 2004

Federal Communications Cominission

Chairman Michae] Powell Giice of the Jesictary

Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not immpose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. I you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumucs

The Latino community is particnlarly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards,
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used propaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we shonld
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they canmot
meot the credit rating or hefty deposit requirerments thas local phons companies insist upon before
getting a phone, With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can nse these cards to stay “connected™ as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s larpest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC shonld stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

ﬂw«/ /M @766

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemnathy
Commissioner Kevin Mattin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

et
(Siz?ls;ro:ss erson uﬂi}l"%‘;ﬂ k’\.nJMJ"O:Lﬂ:)

Sincerely,
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Federal Cranmuniceticns Camnssion

Chairman Michael Powell Otlice of the Secichuy

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket Na_ 03-133

Chairman Powell:.

The FCC should not impose new accegs charges and fees upon prépa.id calling cards. Ifyou
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse
they save consumers Money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and Iow income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they caanot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that focal phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. 'We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or scheditle many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely, | |
ﬁ:‘i (s @cspe,&@s olslo

ces:  Commissjoner Michael Copps

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commxssmnar Jonathan Adelstcm
Senator

Scnaior
Copgressperson ’% M . ,%B\JQ——w ¢ ;_,uq..)
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. AUG 1 3 2004
Chairman Michae] Powell
Federal Communications Commission ' . Federal & = wrioations Commission
445 12th Street, 8.W. . CUle of iz Zegrs! wary
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other mmonty communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and fricnds. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

" new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately hanming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering epplying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particulerly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be Jeft without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases,

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies 10 collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these setvices substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to imposc new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,

\\\J\J\\W\ 208 1Y

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissionecr Jonathan Atelstem
Senator &wb-—;_u_ :

?:Zla;:s;gﬁ?oﬁjwa Voee Holl o
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’ F d‘-’ | s ! 7
Chairman Michael Powell ~ ecora gf(;.c :;f m:;lhmimm.‘ﬁIOn
Federal Communications Commission - : ‘ & vELreiary
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washinpton, DC 20354

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

‘The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to amy price increase for pre-paid calling cards
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the honseholds with incomes

- below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money,

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that Jocal phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family merbers and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected™ as we look for
Jjobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand np for consumer interests aver corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

crely,

Dok PRI g

Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathry
Commissioper Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonatl:l Adelstei

Senator Lu,], S50
Seoator o, ?&" n
Congrcssperson §{/‘° 0:’“«’1‘2..
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July 7, 2004 Federal Cormun’cations Commission
. . N e Tk rota

Chairman Michae] Powell Gffce of the secriary

Federal Communications Comimission '

445 12th Street, 5.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depead, irnmediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers natiopwide. '

I understand that the FCC is considering apptying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, gaite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harn individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the wtility of calling cards to disadvantaped consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely, 9/& /L/ | (/ = &7/C

. ees;  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy

Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jona Adelstein
Senator £

Senator 2. f¢

Congressperson

Heoatur Oldos~ wWm)
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w Federal Cozomumipat s Cominission
Chairman Michzael Powell Oiiceoitie &

Federsl Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No., 03-133

Dear Chairman Powc]l:

Latino and other minority commumtles rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from lookmg for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering apply!mg “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Mapy Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid callmg cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, mtm:grauts, senior citizens, and othelrs face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many COnSwners
could, quite literally, be left without access to tclcphone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will dtrecﬂy harm individuals who can least afford pnce tucreases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid ealls,
destroying the uuhty of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, évm when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substanfially less affordable. Pleass

look out for consumers and refuse to impose n‘ew access charges and fees on prepaid calling card

services.

/fé&@/ﬁ@%a

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy i
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
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Federal Crinmunicaticns Commission
Office of e Sopittary

July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Street, S, W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

‘The FCC should not iinpose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards, Ifyou

* move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged indjviduals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards
approximately 43% of Latino houscholds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already bolding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many Jow-income :
households who are on fixed incomes depend entively upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requiremnents that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We cen use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimagiable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies woitld be the largest bencficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer intcrests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cardy a priority,

Sincerely,

o P et

Commissioner Kathleen Abemnathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

enator ~¥oontoo—nr Ca gl: ) !
gena::or et S.,\\,M,

Congressperson
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. _ Fed HITMU eatinng Pomelaag
Chairman Mchaeil Powell . em!g;g;:g;‘{gfi;é:g o ission
Federal Communications Commission g ueticiy

445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new acoess charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, yon will simply drive up the cost for minority er
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commumities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino houscholds use them. Todeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre~paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse
they save consumers money,

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we shonld
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upop prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone, With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we lock for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointme.nts that we all havo,

1 simply find it ummagmab]e that the FCC would impose new chargcs and fees on thege cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jergest beneficiaries of such
charges, The FCC shonld stand up for consumer interasts over corporate gain by kecping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

(}45 78 1A

cos: Comnussmncr Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathry
Commissioper Kevin Martin
Commissioner Joaathan Adelstein
Senator Hutehidsor..
Senator L Clovnyn,
Congressperson %‘” ﬂbﬂ‘?ﬂtb

R

Smcamly,

£ o
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July-7, 2004

Cheinnan Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, 8. W,

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket Neo. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino snd other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends, But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide,

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particulacly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges,

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option availabte — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even whea they do ot sell the calling card 10 a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. a '

Sincerely,

\J\J\MM/ Yool
ccs:  Commissioner ael Copps
Commissioner Kathteen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein

" Senator &\'W

Senator

_ Congresspersori @ C D )
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecomryumications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in_
tonch with family and friends. But pendiag before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees vpon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers natonwide,

Tunderstand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subseribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates,
Students, immigrants, genior citizens, and others face simnilar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases,

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, cven when they do not s¢ll the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substaptially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card |
services.

o G0, (i

M,ﬁc.«.-o&_

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Conmissioner Kevin Martin
Comumissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator o
Congnassl:t:;);ﬁ
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Street, S,W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certaiy prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards 10 stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges,

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will dircetly harm individuals who can least afford price increases,

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Pleasc

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. .

Sincerely,

W

ceos: Commissioner
Commissiones Kathleen Abemnathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin

Commissionar Jonathan ?:delstein l :'
Senator w
Senator e n [ \ s:c !J

Congressperson

vlety
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Jaly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Dockst No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards, If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;.
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indecd, balf of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have wsed prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save conswmers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low mcome consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many Jow-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. 'We can use thése cards to stay “connected”™ as we look for
jobs, umt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have,

I simply find it uninaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards,
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the Jargest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid ealling cards a priority.

Sincetely,

zo%’é M)

'ommissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kovin Martin

Commissioner Yonathan Adelste

Senator ¥oe M o ﬂ-&i\\b;,& '
Senator 0 Qoo s

Congressperson

.
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Yuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou
move to increase the cost of these cards, yon will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;.
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the househaolds with incomes

below $20,000 have uscd prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becanse they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority,

Sincerely,

"L pd PAE

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commlssmner Jonathan Adelstem

Senator
Cong;resé’b—;n
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Joly 7, 2004

Chatrman Michael Powell

Federal Commumications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecomrmunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that wonld introduce
new charges and fees npon services upon which we depend, immedjaiety hanming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. '

‘I understand that the FCC ie considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or thosc
establishing a ¢redit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards 1o stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, apd others face similar challenges,

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who cao Ieast afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount te a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvaniaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumess and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. : :

i, | | o

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commigsioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstoin .
Senator M M,f T

Senator  Loha Lo n

Congressperson
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charpges and fees upon services upon which we depend, mmedmtely harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. .

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a ¢redit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to Jocal
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service, Ralsmg the price of prepaid
calling cards will d1rcctly harm individuals who can least afford pnce increases.

posmg in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the wility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumess. Allowing the large, Jocal
telephone companies to collect such charges, cven when they do not sell the calling cardto a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially Iess affordable. Please
Yook out for consumers and refise to impose new access charges and fees on prepaud calling card
services. .

>

Sincere

ccs:  Commissioner Michae] Copps
Commissjoner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissjoper Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator HoAdrls sru

Senator &rn.yn.

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federa] Commumications Commission -
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications scrvwes' to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and fiicnds. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upor which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe fo local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rafes.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, aud others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option availsble  without thetn, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
callmg cards will directly harm mdmduals who can least afford pnce increases.

Imposm g in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid ealls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please
look out for consumers and refuse 10 impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

—_— 7@0{“9 47%“

~¢es: Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevip Martin
Comrmissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator \%‘v d:rrmjn_
Congressperson
Ser Ondmio, 77X
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Cormission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Fowell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou'
move 10 increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their cofmmunities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling ca.rds
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
noi be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely vpon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors, We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new.charges and fees on these cards,
Some of the nation’s largest telephone compenies would be the largest beneficiaries of such

charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by kceping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

£Cs: Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissicner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Sy = e
Congressperson H-Dl
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Comumunications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households nse them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising tefephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies ingist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can wse these cards to stay “connected” as we Jook for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it vnimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards,

Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such

charges. The FCC should stand up for consumper interests over corporate gain by keeping
. affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely, M @ NL@ /L T‘:'ro\s
|

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commisgjorer Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jopathan Adelstein
Senator Hath s,

Senator Coragyn
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chatrman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE; WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upor low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or. affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, tmmediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide,

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state® access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or thoss
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to Jocal
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrauts, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges,

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite lterally, be left without access to telepbone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can Jeast afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even When they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantisily less affordable. Please
ook out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services,

Sincerely,

/| O i P /l&_l%
! )
cecs:  Commissioner Michael Copps -

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adclstein
Senator & {’WL

Senator

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other conswpers nationwide. ‘

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
cstablishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior ¢itizens, and others face similar challenges.

As aresult, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to ielephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers., Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

lock out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charpes and fees on prepaid callmg card
services,

Sincerely,

S ngjmag(‘)’()

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
COmm:ss:om:r Jonathan Adelstem

* Senator g-yu
Senator
Congwsapemon
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Street, S W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and foes vpon services upon which we depend, lmmedaately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide,

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-stnte” access charges and other fees on,
certain prepeid calling card services. Many Latinos, particutarly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary 1o subscribe to local
telephone service, rely npon these prepaid calling cards to stay conmected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without aecess to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, local
telephone companies 1o collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card 10 a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calliog card
services, .

Sincerely,

O otiio CoraTBS

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Comimnissioner Kathlecn Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Comrnissioner Jonathun Adelstein .
Senatar et s

Senator Cov
Congressperson 23
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